















The purpose of this paper theoretically analyzes the mechanism in which a large
differentialoccurs to the number of theme park visitors. In the second section, the
local public good model for city size by Abdel-Rahman and Anas (2004)is applied to
the theme park. We consider how the equilibrium number of visitors for each theme
park is decided in the third section. In the fourth section, ａ numerical simulation is
executed by using the above local public good model. Through the simulation, we
consider the economic implications of the theme park which didn't become clear with


































































































































































































































































罵 N刀1aｘ μ 蕉 N＊ 瓦 凰。 μ 皿
N＊ 罵 凡。
0.51 - 115 - 314 0.45 - 162 - 491 0.35 - 330 - 1257
0.52 91 117 146 314 0.46 106 165 242 491 0.36 188 339 554 1257
0.53 73 118 177 314 0.47 87 168 284 491 0.37 148 348 673 1257
0.54 63 120 200 314 0.48 76 171 319 491 0.38 123 357 774 1257
0.55 56 122 220 314 0.49 67 174 350 491 0.39 106 365 864 1257
0.56 51 124 237 314 0.5 60 177 378 491 0.4 93 374 947 1257
0.57 47 125 253 314 0.51 55 180 404 491 0.41 82 382 1024 1257
0.58 43 127 267 314 0.52 50 182 428 491 0.42 74 391 1096 1257
0.59 40 128 281 314 0.53 47 185 450 491 0.43 67 399 1164 1257
0.6 38 130 294 314 0.54 43 188 472 491 0.44 61 407 1229 1257
0.61 35 131 306 314 0.55 40 190 492 491 0.45 56 415 1290 1257
0.65 28 137 350 314 0.6 30 203 580 491 0.5 40 452 1552 1257
0.7 23 144 395 314 0.7 20 225 709 491 0.6 24 519 1992 1257
0.8 17 157 462 314 0.8 15 245 798 491 0.7 17 577 2163 1257
0.9 13 167 510 314 0.9 12 261 860 491 0.8 14 626 2324 1257
１ 11 177 546 314 １ 10 276 906 491 0.9 11 669 2437 1257
1.5 ６ 210 632 314 1.5 ６ 329 1016 491 １ ９ 707 2517 1257


























































































































註 １）都市の最適規模と地方公共財に関する代表的な研究に, Arnott （1979）, Arnott and
　Stiglitz（1979）, Flatters, Henderson and Mieszkowski （1974）, Stiglitz（1977）などがあ
　る．この方向による観光都市の規模に関する研究には，神頭（2006）かおる.
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